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Senator Richard Durbin wwaﬂmmmau“&mm;,
United States Senate emuwsﬂmbq 95l
322 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001
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=ar Senator Durbin,

A constituent with an interest in technological innovation and the
wrture of the Internet, I am writing to ask you to oppose §.256, the
FERFORM Act, Iintroduced in thée Senate by Senator Feinstein.

ill is an attempt by the recording industry to cure short term
contractual issues by placing blanket restrictions on technoloegy,
curtalling the right of consumers to noncommercial recording in their
own homes, and mandating thelr own restricted radio streaming
standards.

The bill would forbid future digital radic recelvers that allowed
"sutomated recording, cor playback based on specific programs,

rime periods, or channels as selected by the user™ in digital

radio ~- even though such abilities are unrelated to online piracy and
have been a source of Innovation in other medlia, such as TiVeo and
olher digital video reccrders. The bill would also for the first time
compel Internef radio stations -- individuals and companies
broadcasting streaming music online —-- to abandon the established MP2
standard in preference fcor a narrew selecticon of government-permitted,
incompatibls, propriletary formats. Our modern copyright law has always
avoided playing kingmaker with technology. The PERFCRM Act would break
thiils Important principle and create a very dangerous precedent.

ician Todd Rundgren told the Senate Judiclary committes that it was
T ancother futile attempt to turrn back the clock™ by the
o industry.

I arge you bto defend my right f£o home recording, and the freedom of
toechnoleoglsts and musiclans to innovate new, profitable techneological
tools., Please oppose the PERFOREM Act.,

Sincerely,
M=. Bonnle Watt

320 Lelicester Ra
znilworth, IL ¢0043-1247
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B Fublic Commernts Rﬁ%ﬂme
445 17th Street SW e of 200 Copn
Washington, DC 20554 e Secroggy, "ion

45 a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) bv NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
ather cable providers. The FCC's integration bkan, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intce their own
3et-Top boxes, remalins good policy today.

Now tern years after the Telecommunications Act of 19%6, cable
comparies have dragged their feet. long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
te wake certaln uses of TV content, regardlezss of a particular cabkle
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration han, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse 1L cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flzase refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
3incerely,
Mr. jack levin

2807 Trails End Dr
Bernitonville, AR 72712-3814
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8 COmimice:
> 12th Street SW te Sﬂcrerar’yn Ssion
Washington, DC 20554

Our Country needs Cabplecard,

As a consumer interested in protecting competition and legitimate use
of wable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for waivers of 47
CFR 76,1204 (a) {1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all other cable
providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect requires cable
conpanies to integrate CableCARDs inteo their own set-top boxes,
remalns good policy today.

years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable companies
nave dragged thelr feet lony enough on competitive alternatives to
proprlietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers.,  The integration ban will also help market competition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimate use of recorded content,

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commissicn recocgnized the importance of allowing consumers
fre make certaln uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom toe choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
srandard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting nern-infringing uses, and such restricticns will get even
worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204({a) (1).

Sincerely,

M. John Clark
10503 Coving Cross Ln
Vienrna, VA 22182-1874
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445 12th Street SW %e%%s,m
Washington, DC 20554

A5 a «onsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
lzgitimzle use of cable TV contert, I urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 CFR 7€.1204(a! (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
cther cable providers. The FCC's integraticn ban, which in effect
requires cakle companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
sel-top boxes, remains good policy today,

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
aud harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restricticons on cable subscribers' ability
T2 make legitimate use of reccrded content.

Ev adopting content protecticon limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the iIntegraticn pan, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
fringing uses, and such restrictions will get even

fer set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

limlting non-ix
worse 1f cable provider

i

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76,1204{a) {1},
Sincerely,
Steve Tretakis

241 Pancrama Ct
Poughkeepsie, NY 12803-35238
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44 12th Street 3SW

Wishiingrton, DC 20054 Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
Az a consumer lnterested in protecting competition, innovation, and
1
1

U

gitimate use of cable TV content, T urge you to refuse reguests for
wrivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
otlier cable providers, The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs inte their awn
get-top boxes, remains good policy today.

dovr Ten years affter the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
cmpanies have dragged their feet long senough on competitive
alternatives o proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
ant harming consumers. The integraticn ban will also help market

conpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers! abilits
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By &doptlng content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
27-80, fthe Commission recognized the lmportance of allowing consumers
TC make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provides's or copyright helder's wishes. With competition spurred on

vy The irntegration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
‘25t restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard aliready prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
liniting non-infringing uses, and such restrictlons will get even
wise 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Picare refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sircerely,

Mr. Martin Phillips
4114A 17th St
SAv rancisco, CA 94124-1905
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